448                                 ANALYSIS  OF

fore, to date this Epistle before Peter's; and about the same
time as his brother's, A.D. 62.

The Jewish legend or tradition of Michael contending with
the Devil about the body of Moses, ver. 9, has given much
offence to Micliaelis, so that he doubts whether Jude could be
" an inspired writer, or an immediate disciple of CHRIST," p.
885. But might not the Apostle have used it merely as a popu-
lar illustration (without vouching the fact) of that sober and
wholesome doctrine, for the lower classes especially, not to speak
evil of dignities? from the example of " the Archangel" who
did not venture to rail even at the devil, but meekly said, " THE
LORD rebuke thee /" as Michaelis himself has suggested*, p. 392.

THE  EPISTLES   OF  PETER.

The first Epistle is addressed to the converted Jews of " the
dispersion, sojoumers in Pont us, Galatia, Cappadocia, procon-
sular Asia, and BitJiynia" or the principal provinces of Asia
Minor, or Natolia, i. 1, which had also been the chief scenes of
the early part of Paul's ministry ; and were probably attached
to the Mother Church of Antloch in Syria, which seems to have
been early under the particular inspection of Peter also. Gal. ii.
11. For, as we learn from JEitseblus, " Peter having founded
the Church in Antioch, went from thence to Rome preaching
the Gospel;" Or i yen and Jerom agree, that " Simon Peter
having had the episcopacy of the Church of Antioch, and
preached to the converted Jews of the dispersion in Ponttis,
and the neighbouring provinces., proceeded to Rome, where he
was crucified. And CJirysostom expressly says, " This is one
prerogative of our city [AntiocJi] that at first, we received the
chief of the Apostles as our teacher. However, we held him not
to the end, but resigned him to the imperial city, Rome" See
the original passages, Lardner, VI. p. 544.

* Michaelis has famished the following curious reniaik thereon. " To the doctrine
which St. Jude inculcates by this quotation, that we ought not to speak evil of digmti >s,
not even of the fallen Angels, but that we should leave judgment to GOD, I have no
objection. And I really think that they tiansgress the bounds of propriety, who make
it their business, either in the pulpit, or in their writings, to tepiesent the Devil as an
object of detestation : since, notwithstanding his fall, he is still a being of a superior

order."------Is this the doctrine of the NEW TESTAMENT? or, the usage of OUR LORD,

of Peter, Paul, and John in the Apocalypse f We fancy not. " The old Serpent, &c,
deceiving the whole world," as a " loaiing lion, going about seeking whom he may devour,"
is surely an object of terror and detestation.